
2004/L018

L018-1
All deepwater port applications fall under the authority of the
Deepwater Port Act, which requires that a decision on the
application be made within 330 days of the publication of the Notice
of Application in the Federal Register. The Notice of Application for
the Cabrillo Port Project was published in the Federal Register on
January 27, 2004. Although the comment period (53 days) could
not be extended at that time, a Revised Draft EIR was recirculated
in March 2006 under the CEQA for an additional public review
period of 60 days. Section 1.4.1 contains additional information on
this topic.

Section 1.5 contains information on opportunities for public
comment. After the MARAD final license hearing, the public will
have 45 days to comment on the Final EIS/EIR and the license
application. The Federal and State agencies will have an additional
45 days to provide comments to the MARAD Administrator. The
Administrator must issue the Record of Decision within 90 days
after the final license hearing. The CSLC will hold a hearing to
certify the EIR and make the decision whether to grant a lease. The
California Coastal Commission will also hold a hearing. Comments
received will be evaluated before any final decision is made
regarding the proposed Project.

L018-2
The Santa Barbara Channel/Mandalay Shore Crossing/Gonzales
Road Pipeline Alternative is evaluated as an alternative in the
EIS/EIR; it is not part of the proposed Project as described in
Section 2.4. Section 4.2.8 contains information on safety
requirements for pipelines. Section 4.13.1.3 contains information on
the California Code of Regulations Title 5 section 14010.

L018-3
The Center Road Pipeline Alternative 1 is evaluated as an
alternative in the EIS/EIR; it is not part of the proposed Project as
described in Section 2.4. Section 4.2.8 contains information on
safety requirements for pipelines. Section 4.13.1.3 contains
information on the California Code of Regulations Title 5 section
14010.

L018-4
Section 4.13.1.3 contains information on standards school districts
must meet to qualify for State school bond funds for the acquisition
of a new school site and construction of a new school facility.
Section 4.13.1.3 contains revised text regarding possible school
sites, and Figure 4.13-6 shows the locations of possible school
sites near Hueneme Road.



L018-5
The distribution list for the document is provided in Appendix A. The
Oxnard Union High School District has been added to the list.
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2004/L022

L022-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/L013

L013-1
Section 4.13.1 discusses the proximity of the proposed pipeline
routes to residences and schools. Figure 4.13-2, which has been
updated, shows sensitive land uses near the proposed and
alternative onshore pipeline routes in Ventura County. The
proposed Center Road Pipeline route is not within 1 mile of schools
in the Rio School District.

L013-2
All deepwater port applications fall under the authority of the
Deepwater Port Act, which requires that a decision on the
application be made within 330 days of the publication of the Notice
of Application in the Federal Register. The Notice of Application for
the Cabrillo Port Project was published in the Federal Register on
January 27, 2004. Although the comment period (53 days) could
not be extended at that time, a Revised Draft EIR was recirculated
in March 2006 under the CEQA for an additional public review
period of 60 days. Section 1.4.1 contains additional information on
this topic.

Section 1.5 contains information on opportunities for public
comment. After the MARAD final license hearing, the public will
have 45 days to comment on the Final EIS/EIR and the license
application. The Federal and State agencies will have an additional
45 days to provide comments to the MARAD Administrator. The
Administrator must issue the Record of Decision within 90 days
after the final license hearing. The CSLC will hold one or more
hearings to certify the EIR and make the decision whether to grant
a lease. The California Coastal Commission will also hold a
hearing. Comments received will be evaluated before any final
decision is made regarding the proposed Project.

Schools in the Rio School District are not located along the
proposed route. Section 4.13.4 contains additional information on
temporary construction disturbances from the proposed Project.

L013-3
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/L001

L001-1
Section 4.6.1.3 contains updated estimates for offshore Project
construction emissions. Section 4.6.4 presents a revised discussion
of the air quality impacts associated with these offshore Project
construction emissions.



2004/L001

L001-2
Section 4.6.4 contains revised information on impacts for offshore
construction. A Draft General Conformity Determination was issued
in March 2006 with a 30-day public comment period. The Applicant
has made commitments to use engines in onshore construction
equipment that would comply with the USEPA's Tier 2, 3 or 4
emission standards. This would result in de minimis emissions
levels; therefore, MARAD and the USCG have determined that the
General Conformity Rule no longer applies and a General
Conformity Determination is not required. Section 4.6.2 and
Appendix G4 contain additional information on this topic.

L001-3
See the response to Comment L001-2.

L001-4
The USEPA has made a preliminary determination, on which the
lead agencies must rely, that the FSRU should be permitted in the
same manner as sources on the Channel Islands that are part of
Ventura County. Section 4.6.2 contains an updated discussion of
relevant regulatory requirements.

L001-5
The Project has been modified since issuance of the October 2004
Draft EIS/EIR. See Section 1.4.2 for a summary of Project changes.
Section 4.6.2 contains information on the regulatory requirements
for Project operations. Section 4.6.4 contains a revised discussion
of the air quality impacts associated with emissions from offshore
Project operations. Section 4.6.5 contains information on the air
quality impacts associated with Project alternatives.



2004/L001

L001-6
Section 4.6.1.2 has been revised to provide an expanded
discussion of the potential transport of offshore air pollutant
emissions to onshore areas due to meteorological conditions.
Section 4.6.4 contains a revised discussion of the air quality
impacts associated with emissions from offshore Project
operations.

L001-7
Impact AIR-5 in Section 4.6.4 presents a revised discussion of this
topic.

L001-8
Section 4.6.2 presents a summary of the rules and regulations
applicable to Project operations. Impacts AIR-5 and AIR-8 in
Section 4.6.4 present revised discussions of the air quality impacts
associated with Project vessel emissions during FSRU operation.

L001-9
The Draft General Conformity Determination was issued in March
2006 with a 30-day public comment period. However, based on
equipment changes proposed by the Applicant, MARAD, and the
USCG has determined that the General Conformity Rule does not
apply. Appendix G4 contains additional information on this topic.



2004/L001

L001-10
The Project has been modified since issuance of the October 2004
Draft EIS/EIR. See Impact AIR-1 in Section 4.6.4 for an updated
analysis on this topic.

L001-11
MARAD and the USCG have determined that the General
Conformity Rule does not apply to the Project. Section 4.6.2 and
Appendix G4 include information on this topic. Section 4.6.4
presents a revised discussion of the air quality impacts associated
with onshore Project construction emissions and proposed
mitigation measures.

L001-12
See the response to Comment L001-11.
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L004-1
The Independent Risk Assessment (IRA) has been updated since
issuance of the October 2004 Draft EIS/EIR. The lead agencies
directed preparation of the current IRA, and the U.S. Department of
Energy's Sandia National Laboratories independently reviewed it,
as discussed in Section 4.2 and Appendix C.

Section 4.2.7.6 and the IRA (Appendix C1) discuss the models and
assumptions used and the verification process. Sandia National
Laboratories (Appendix C2) concluded that the models used were
appropriate and produced valid results.

L004-2
The IRA was determined to contain sensitive security information
(SSI), and it was not made available to the general public; however,
it was available for review by Federal, State, and local agency
staffs and officials with safety and security responsibilities and
clearances. The results of the 2004 IRA were summarized in the
October 2004 Draft EIS/EIR.

With the exception of certain SSI in Appendix D, the entire text of
the IRA and its supporting documents are included in Appendix C.
As noted in the preface to Appendix D (Collision Analysis) to the
IRA, "(t)he complete report is available for review by Federal, State,
and local agency staffs and elected officials with safety and security
responsibilities and clearances."

L004-3
The cumulative impacts analysis has been conducted to account
for those projects that are reasonable and foreseeable in
accordance with NEPA and the State CEQA Guidelines. See 40
CFR 1508.7 and section 15130 of the State CEQA Guidelines, with
which the document complies.

L004-4
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.
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L004-5
The Project is regulated by the USCG and MARAD under the
authority of the Deepwater Port Act. FERC's regulations are
prescriptive and standardized to address the general siting of
onshore LNG terminals. In contrast, due to various different designs
of deepwater ports, the USCG conducts site-specific independent
risk and consequence analyses using the most recent guidance
and modeling techniques. The guidance used for Cabrillo Port is
Sandia National Laboratories' "Guidance on Risk Analysis and
Safety Implications of a Large Liquefied Natural Gas (LNG) Spill
Over Water." This report recommends a framework for analyses of
large LNG spills onto water. It was prepared for the U.S.
Department of Energy (DOE), and an external peer review panel
evaluated the analyses, conclusions, and recommendations
presented.

L004-6
The Independent Risk Assessment (IRA) has been updated since
issuance of the October 2004 Draft EIS/EIR. The lead agencies
directed the preparation of the current IRA, and the U.S.
Department of Energy's Sandia National Laboratories
independently reviewed it. See Section 4.2, Appendix C1, and
Appendix C2 for additional information on third-party verification of
the IRA.

L004-7
To date, there has never been a large spill of LNG to water.
Conducting a large LNG spill to validate the models would result in
adverse environmental consequences. However, models are
commonly validated using experimental data. Section 2.3.4.2 of
Appendix C1 contains information on tests executed by the U.S.
Department of Energy and the calibration/verification of the Fire
Dynamics Simulator model used in the Independent Risk
Assessment. Appendix C1 provides additional information on this
topic, and Appendix C2, prepared by the U.S. Department of
Energy's Sandia National Laboratories, contains information on the
review and assessment of the models used.

L004-8
See the response to Comment L004-2.



2004/L004

L004-9
The California Energy Commission’s 2004 document, International
and National Efforts to Address the Safety and Security Risks of
Importing Liquefied Natural Gas: A Compendium, states, “LNG will
not support a boiling liquid expanding vapor explosion (BLEVE),
because it is exceedingly cold and is stored at ambient pressure in
very strong tanks.”

BLEVEs involving rail cars and other storage of liquefied petroleum
gas (LPG) have occurred with devastating blast forces and ejection
of structural fragments to large distances. A BLEVE requires that
the container maintain its integrity under very high internal
pressures, i.e., until exposure to heat-induced increases in
container internal pressure combines with thermal weakening of the
container shell to produce a high-pressure failure. Unlike LPG, LNG
is stored as a cold liquid at approximately atmospheric pressure in
containers that are not pressure vessels; vessel failure would be
expected at relatively low internal pressures, especially with
concomitant thermal weakening due to fire exposure. BLEVE
scenarios were therefore not considered credible.

L004-10
Section 4.1.8.5 contains information on existing wind conditions at
the offshore Project site. Figure 2.1-2 depicts the maximum area
from the FSRU in any direction that could be affected in the event
of an accident; impacts would not reach the shoreline. Section
2.3.5.3 of the Independent Risk Assessment (see Appendix C1)
contains information on the environmental, meteorological and
ocean conditions that were considered in the modeling of LNG
spills and dispersion.



2004/L004

L004-11
“Rapid Phase Transition (RPT)” in Section 4.2.7.2 and Appendix C1
discuss this topic.

L004-12
The criteria given in 49 CFR 193 are based on the use of Gaussian
models, which have inherent limitations especially when used on
lighter than air gases such as methane. The specified use of half
LFL is related to the Reynolds averaging time as it affects mixing.
The computational fluid dynamics model used in the IRA does not
have these inherent limitations because it has a different numeric
basis and produces more accurate results that include uneven
mixing. Therefore, using half LFL would be overly conservative and
is unnecessary. Neither the regulation nor the criteria it specifies
are applicable to the proposed Project, which is federally regulated
by MARAD and the USCG and not by FERC.



2004/L004

L004-13
"Historical Natural Gas Pipeline Incident Data" in Section 4.2.8.1
contains revised text on this topic.

L004-14
"Estimated Pipeline Safety Risks" in Section 4.2.8.1 contains
revised text on this topic. Table 4.2-10 has been updated with more
recent data.



2004/L004

L004-15
Section 4.2.8.1 contains revised and updated information on
pipeline incidents. Table 4.2-2 shows pipeline incident, injury, and
facility trends from 1986 to 2005. AM PS-3a contains information on
more stringent pipeline design criteria for offshore pipelines. AM
PS-4a contains information on Class 3 Pipeline Design Criteria.

L004-16
Section 4.2 has been revised because a different endpoint was
used for the analysis as recommended by Sandia National
Laboratories.

L004-17
The frequency of pipeline accidents and transportation accidents
provides a context for the public safety risk analysis.

L004-18
Section 4.2.8.1 and Impact PS-4 contain revised information on this
topic.



2004/L004

L004-19
Section 4.3.5 addresses the impact on marine traffic of a potential
facility at Ventura Flats. Section 4.20.3.3 contains revised
information on the cumulative impact on marine traffic, including
impacts from the potential Clearwater Port project.

L004-20
The capacity of the existing onshore pipeline and storage system to
handle incoming gas from the proposed Clearwater Port project
would be more appropriately addressed in the environmental
analysis for that project. Increased gas production from currently
undeveloped leases is not reasonably foreseeable.



2004/L021

L021-1
All deepwater port applications fall under the authority of the
Deepwater Port Act, which requires that a decision on the
application be made within 330 days of the publication of the Notice
of Application in the Federal Register. The Notice of Application for
the Cabrillo Port Project was published in the Federal Register on
January 27, 2004. Although the comment period (53 days) could
not be extended at that time, a Revised Draft EIR was recirculated
in March 2006 under the CEQA for an additional public review
period of 60 days. Section 1.4.1 contains additional information on
this topic.

Section 1.5 contains information on opportunities for public
comment. After the MARAD final license hearing, the public will
have 45 days to comment on the Final EIS/EIR and the license
application. The Federal and State agencies will have an additional
45 days to provide comments to the MARAD Administrator. The
Administrator must issue the Record of Decision within 90 days
after the final license hearing. The CSLC will hold a hearing to
certify the EIR and make the decision whether to grant a lease. The
California Coastal Commission will also hold a hearing. Comments
received will be evaluated before any final decision is made
regarding the proposed Project.

L021-2
Section 4.13.1 discusses the proximity of the proposed pipeline
routes to residences and schools. Figure 4.13-2 shows sensitive
land uses near the proposed and alternative onshore pipeline
routes in Ventura County. Section 4.13.1.3 contains information on
standards school districts must meet to qualify for State school
bond funds for the acquisition of a new school site and construction
of a new school facility. Section 4.13.1.3 contains revised text
regarding possible school sites. Figure 4.13-6 also shows the
locations of possible school sites in the vicinity of Ormond Beach.

L021-3
A Revised Draft EIR was recirculated under the CEQA for an
additional public review period of 60 days. Sections 1.4 and 1.5.3.2
contain additional information on this topic. The distribution list for
the document is provided in Appendix A.
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